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REMARKS 

Applicant has amended claims 1,4 & 13. Thus, claims 1-20 are presented for examinatioa 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of the pending claims in view of 
the foregoing amendments and the following remarks. 

Response to objections: 

Claim 1 is objected to because of a limitation lacking an antecedent basis. 
Applicant has amended Claim 1 accordingly to overcome the objection- 

Response to rejections under Secfton 1 1?: 

Claim 13 stands rejected under 35 USC $ 112 second paragraph as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. Applicant has amended Claim 1 3 by deleting the narrow range previously claimed 
together with the broad range to overcome the rejection. 

Response to rejections under Section }02: 

Claims 1,2,8, and 18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Blyth 
et al. (US 2,933,893). Applicant has amended claim 1 to overcome the rejection. 

The amended claim 1 now includes a further limitation directed to an outer casing 
enclosing the inner casing, the outer casing separate from the inner casing . 

This further limitation is supported by the Specification at page 17 lines 13-15 ("outer 
casing 14") and the corresponding figure 1. 

Blyth et al. disclose a bearing support structure for a turbine, wherein the bearing support 
structure is disposed on the turbine's downstream side. The bearing support permits irregular 
radial expansion while maintaining exact alignment of both turbines (see column 1 lines 51-54 
and column 3 lines 28-41). Consequently, the link 40 cannot be regarded as a thrust element 
according to the invention which provides for permitting axial displacement of the inner casing. 

Furthermore, Blyth et al. fail to disclose an inner casing enclosed by an outer casing at 
all. Turbine casing 14 of Blyth et al. corresponds to the outer casing, not the inner casing. That 
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means that the outer casing may be regarded as being supported by a bearing allowing radial 
expansion via the link 40. By contrast, the invention incorporates two casings: an outer casing 
(rigidly supported) enclosing an inner casing (axially displaceable) accommodating the turbine 
rotor. 

Also, Biyth et al. do not disclose -as they do not deal with axial offset/displacement of an 
inner casing- the limitation with regard to the bearing device adapted to provide reduced static 
friction such that an axial offset that spontaneously occurs when the static friction is 
overcome when displacing the inner casing is less than 2 mm. 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the Section 102 rejection- 

Response to rejections under Section 1 03: 

Claims 3, 4, 15, and 20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), the Examiner contending 
that these claims are unpatentable over Blyth et al.(US 2,933,893) in view of Owsianny et al. 
(US 4,405,283). 

Also Owsianny et al. do not disclose the limitations discussed before (an axially 
displaceable thrust, an inner casing enclosed by an outer casing, a bearing device providing 
reduced static friction etc.). Therefore, even a combination of the teachings disclosed in Blyth et 
al. and Owsianny et al. cannot render obvious the present invention. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that claims 3, 4, 15, and 20 are patentable. 

Claim 1, 4 & 13 have currently been amended, and claims 2-20 are claims dependent from 
currently amended claim L As the latter is believed to be patentable from the Applicants point 
of view (as stated in the previous section), this is also true for claims 2-20 depending from 
currently amended independent claim 1. 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the Section 
103 rejections. 
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Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection set forth in the 
outstanding Office Action are inapplicable to the present claims. Accordingly, Applicant 
• respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider the objections and rejections and timely pass 
the application to allowance. Please grant any extensions of time required to enter this paper. 
The commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any appropriate fees due in connection with 
this paper, including the fees specified in 37 C.F.R. §§ U6 (c), 1.17(a)(1) and 1.20(d) for total 
independent claims in excess of 3, or credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No. 19-2179. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dated: 



Siemens Corporation 
Intellectual Property Department 
170 Wood Avenue South 
Iselin, New Jersey 08830 



By: , p\L^ 
John IvMusone 
Registration No. 44,961 
(407) 736-6449 
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